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§84.40

(ii) The proposal does not include a
substantive education/outreach or
wildlife-oriented recreation program. (0
points)

(iii) The proposal must describe what
makes this program substantive and
link it closely with the specific site to
receive full points. Programs supported
by activities or funds from partners
should be encouraged over use of
project dollars. Project proposals may
include substantive education/outreach
components necessary for the comple-
tion of the project. However, these
should be activities that complement
or support the primary goal of the
project.

(13) Other factors. Do any other fac-
tors, not covered in the previous cri-
teria, make this project or site particu-
larly unique and valuable? Does the
project offer important benefits that
are not reflected in the other criteria?
The following list includes examples of
projects that provide benefits not re-
flected in other criteria. (Maximum: 4
points)

(i) The project might provide signifi-
cant benefits to, for example: rare or
threatened habitat types; biodiverse
habitats; rare and declining species;
and the local community.

(ii) The project would be particularly
cost-effective, providing very signifi-
cant resource benefits for the cost.

(iii) The project would assist in the
prevention or control of invasive spe-
cies.

(iv) The project would provide impor-
tant cultural or historical resource
benefits.

(v) The project would provide other
benefits.

(vi) Reviewers should not assign
points to resource values covered by
other criteria. The proposal should pro-
vide a short narrative to support
claims to Other Factors points.

(b) Additional considerations. We will
factor the following considerations
into the ranking process if two or more
proposals have the same point totals.
The tie-breaking factors are as follows:

(1) The project would prevent the de-
struction or degradation of habitat
from pending sale of property, from ad-
verse effects of current activities such
as draining of wetlands, or from nat-
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ural processes such as erosion at exces-
sive rates;

(2) The project would protect unique
and significant biological diversity;

(3) The project has lower costs per
acre conserved; and

(4) In the project proposal the State
or third party provides lands as op-
posed to using lands already owned by
the State or third party as part of the
State matching share.

(c) All proposals must include the in-
formation described in paragraphs (b)
(1)-(4) of this section. If a tie occurs be-
tween two or more proposals, the re-
viewers need to have this information
available immediately to decide which
proposal or proposals should be rec-
ommended for selection.

Subpart D—Conditions on Ac-
ceptance/Use of Federal
Money

§84.40 What conditions must I follow
to accept Federal grant money?

(a) The audit requirements for State
and local governments (43 CFR part 12),
and

(b) The uniform administrative re-
quirements for grants and cooperative
agreements with State and local gov-
ernments (43 CFR part 12).

§84.41 Who prepares a grant agree-
ment? What needs to be included?

The coastal State and the Fish and
Wildlife Service work together to de-
velop a Grant Agreement (Form 3-1552)
upon completion of the review by the
Regional Director to determine compli-
ance with applicable Federal laws and
regulations. The Grant Agreement in-
cludes the grant title, the grant cost
distribution, the agreement period,
other grant provisions, and special
grant conditions. If a Coastal Barrier
Unit is affected, the Service must con-
duct internal consultations pursuant
to Section 6 of the Coastal Barrier Re-
sources Act, as amended by the Coastal
Barrier Improvement Act, prior to pro-
viding any grant monies to that State.

§84.42 What if a grant agreement is
not signed?

Monies that have been allocated for a
grant will be held until December 31 of
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the following year. If a grant agree-
ment has not been signed by the State
and the Service and, therefore, the
money has not been obligated for the
approved grant by that date, the funds
automatically are returned to the Pro-
gram account in Washington.

§84.43 How do States get the grant
monies?

Funding to States is provided on a
reimbursable basis. See §84.47 for infor-
mation on what costs can be reim-
bursed. The Service may reimburse the
State for projects completed, or make
payments as the project progresses.
For construction work and labor, the
Service and the State may jointly de-
termine, on a case-by-case basis, that
payments may be made in advance. We
will minimize the time elapsing be-
tween the transfer to the State and the
State’s need for the funds, and the time
period will be subject to a specific de-
termined need for the funds in advance.
Except for extenuating circumstances,
a reasonable time period to advance
funds to a State is up to 3 days. OMB
Circular A-102, Parts II and III, 43 CFR
part 12, and 31 CFR part 205 provide
specific information on methods and
procedures for transferring funds.

§84.44 What is the timetable for the
use of grant money?

Once money is granted to the coastal
States, the money is available to those
States for the time designated in the
grant agreement. If a State needs more
time, the State must apply for an ex-
tension of time by amending the grant
agreement. If the Service does not ex-
tend the time, the unobligated monies
return to the Service for expenditure
on future grants. Also, if a State can-
not spend the money on the approved
project, the State must notify the ap-
propriate Regional Director as soon as
possible so that the money can revert
back to the Service for future grants.

§84.45

Following procedures in 43 CFR 12.70,
you must submit a signed original and
two copies of the revised SF 424, the re-
vised portion of the project statement
if appropriate, and an explanation of
the reason for the revision to the Re-
gional Director (Federal Aid).

How do I amend a proposal?

§84.46

§84.46 What are the cost-sharing re-
quirements?

(a) Except for certain insular areas,
the Federal share of an approved grant
will not exceed 50 percent of approved
costs incurred. However, the Federal
share may be increased to 75 percent
for coastal States that have estab-
lished and are using a fund as defined
in §84.11. The Regions must certify the
eligibility of the fund in order for the
State to qualify for the 75 percent
matching share.

(b) The following insular areas:
American Samoa, Guam, the Common-
wealth of the Northern Mariana Is-
lands, and the U.S. Virgin Islands, have
been exempted from the matching
share, as provided in Pub. L. 95-134,
amended by Pub. L. 95-348, Pub. L. 96—
205, Pub. L. 98-213, and Pub. L. 98-454
(48 U.S.C. 1469a). Puerto Rico is not ex-
empt from the match requirements of
this Program.

(c) The State may provide materials
(e.g., heavy equipment) or other serv-
ices as a noncash match for portions of
the State’s matching share. The State
may also provide the value of land, in-
cluding the land proposed for restora-
tion, enhancement, or management as
a noncash match, provided that the
land is necessary and reasonable for
completing the project. For example, if
a State proposes to manage a contig-
uous wetland of 100 acres, and already
owns 10 of the 100 acres, the State can
apply the current value of the 10 acres,
provided that the 10 acres are nec-
essary to manage the entire 100 acres.
If the 10-acre wetland were not contig-
uous and no connection could be made
that the 10 acres were needed to man-
age the proposed wetland, the State
could not use the 10 acres as a noncash
match. Review 43 CFR 12.64 for deter-
mining the value of in-kind contribu-
tions.

(d) The requirements in 43 CFR 12.64
and Service Manual Part 522 FW 1.135
apply to in-kind matches or cost-shar-
ing involving third parties. Third party
in-kind contributions must represent
the current market value of noncash
contributions furnished as part of the

5From the Fish and Wildlife Service Man-

ual, available on-line at http:/www.fws.gov/
directives/index.html.
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